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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/18/2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The apphcant argues against the Housel reference US 5,907,678 stating "Housel 
teaches storing the data transmitted over a connection and the claimed invention is 
storing data about the connection as is shown by storing of the base layers". The 
examiner agrees that Housel' s data is transmitted and stored, but there is nothing 
that precludes the transmitted and stored information to also be about the 
connection itself In this instance, Housel teaches that the checkpointed data 
contains protocol information about the connection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 1, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. Claims 1, and 9 state "base layer" This term is not 
a term known to one of ordinary skill in the art. The examiner can find support 
for this term in the specification only on page 5 Unes 2, 14, page 16 line 14, and 
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page 19 lines 14-17. The examiner cannot find any definition in the specification 
for the term "base layer" only that the base layer is in the checkpoint server. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 13 states 
checkpointing data consists of connection information but does not state unique 
connection identifiers. Since the nature of a consisting claim is close ended, this 
claims is viewed as new matter. The specification Figure 5 A shows a checkpoint 
memory space with connection information and unique IDs. 

Claims 1, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. As per claim 1, the claim uses 
"consists" in two separate areas, on page 1 line 11, and on page 2 line 4. The 
items included in the consisting statements differ. It is unclear which consisting 
staement the apphcant wished to utilize. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claim 7 states "consisting of data associated 
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with said connection" It is unclear what the applicant means by the term 
"associated". The term associated is indefinite to the point where it could be 
interpreted in a variety of different ways. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
apphcant regards as the invention. Claim 5 states "consisting of data regarding 
said connection" It is unclear what the applicant means by the term "regarding". 
The term associated is indefinite to the point where it could be interpreted in a 
variety of different ways. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 3, 6, 8, 1 1, 12, and 14 are rejected due to their dependence on rejected 
independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Housel HI US 5,907,678 in view of Mankude US 6,735,205. 



As per claims 1 and 9, 
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Housel in teaches a communication system having a checkpointing server, (Col 
14 lines 15-33). Housel III teaches having unique identifiers, and connection 
information (protocol) (Col 16 lines 35-39, Col 17 Unes 20-26). Housel III 
teaches determining whether there has been a change of state for an existing 
connection, (Col 14 lines 15-22). Housel teaches checkpointing data with said 
unique identifier and using checkpointed data to re-estabhsh connection in said 
communication system, (Col 14 lines 20-33). Housel teaches that a router is part 
of the communications network, (Col 1 line 35). 

Housel does not teach storing checkpoint information on the router or checkpoint 
server. 

Mankude teaches that in addition to storing the checkpoint information on a 
server, to store the check point information on a third node, (Col 6 lines 50-55). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
checkpointing of Mankude with the system of Housel because Mankude provides 
high availability. 

Claims 3, 5-8, 11, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Housel IH US 5,907,678 in view of Friedman US 6,151,679 
in view of Mankude US 6,735,205. 

As per claims 5, 6, 7, and 13, House! Ill teaches a communication system having 
a checkpointing server, (Col 14 hnes 15-33). Housel III teaches having unique 
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identifiers, (Col 16 lines 35-39). Housel III teaches determining whether there 
has been a change of state for an existing connection, (Col 14 Unes 15-22). 
Housel teaches checkpointing data with said unique identifier and using 
checkpointed data to re-estabUsh connection in said communication system, (Col 
14 Unes 20-33), Housel teaches that a router is part of the communications 
network, (Col 1 line 35). 

Housel does not teach firewalls. Housel III does not teach encoding said 
checkpoint data. 

Friedman teaches the use of routers as firewalls in a communications system, (Col 
4 Unes 8-13). Friedman teaches encrypting data through the router, (Col 4 lines 
13-16), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to encrypt the 
checkpointed data so that it was protected from tampering, thus enhancing system 
security. 

Mankude teaches that in addition to storing the checkpoint information on a 
server, to store the check point information on a third node, (Col 6 Unes 50-55). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
checkpointing of Mankude with the system of Housel because Mankude provides 
high availability. 
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As per claims 3, 6, 8, 1 1, and 14, Housel teaches recovering checkpointed data to 
reestablish a connection, (Col 14, lines 20-33). Housel teaches use of a router in 
communications, (Col 1 line 35). Housel does not teach firewalls. 
Friedman teaches the use of routers as firewalls in a communications system, (Col 
4 lines 8-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the firewall 
router of Friedman in the checkpoint system of Housel to protect cUents from 
hackers and viruses. 

Mankude teaches that in addition to storing the checkpoint information on a 
server, to store the check point information on a third node, (Col 6 lines 50-55). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
checkpointing of Mankude with the system of Housel because Mankude provides 
high availability. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earher communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Christopher J. Brown whose telephone number 

is (571)272-3833. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (571)272-3838. The fax phone 

number for the organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 

571-273-8300. 
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